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INTRODUCTION 
In this paper the writer has undertaken an examination and 
analysis of the "Negro As An Issue In Georgia's Gubernatorial Race of 
1906". 
The paper is by no means all inclusive, but rather a chrono¬ 
logical presentation of the political background for the 1906 contest; 
a look at the candidates and issues; a discussion of reasons for the 
Negro becoming an issue; a look at the results of the election, and a 
commentary on the forces which shaped the results. 
In every instance the writer has sought to give balance to the 
paper by presenting both sides of the argument. Thus, a large part of 
the paper is based upon data taken from the Atlanta Constitution (1906- 
08), the Atlanta Journal (1905-08), the Atlanta Independent (1904-06), 
and the Voice of the Negro (1904-08). The remainder of the data has come 
from a list of unpublished monographs, Journal of the House of Representa¬ 
tives of the State of Georgia (1907), magazines published during and 
after the period, and other secondary sources with competent and valu¬ 
able commentary on the subject under investigation. 
It is hoped that the writer's efforts will enhance the reader's 
knowledge and understanding of a phase of Georgia's political experience 
at the turn of the century. Furthermore, it is hoped that the examina¬ 
tion contained herein will encourage other investigations of the role of 
the Negro in American life and thought. 
i i i 
CHAPTER I 
SOUTHERN POPULISM (1890-1896) 
Beginning in 1870 through the end of the century, farmers through¬ 
out the country suffered under a severe depression. The farmer thus 
turned to the Grange, the Alliances, and finally the People's Party in 
an attempt to fight the monopolistic moneyed interests.' 
These organizations were to serve many functions for the farmers. 
Initially they concentrated on cooperative buying and selling, and the 
improvement of agricultural techniques. In 1888 however, the Georgia 
State Farmer's Alliance was pushing for progressive farm legislation 
2 
and better educational opportunities for rural children. 
By 1890 the Georgia Farmer's Alliance could count more than two 
thousand lodges in the state with six thousand members who met regularly 
in churches, stores, and school-houses. They discussed such issues as 
decentralization of monopolies, wealth, tariff reductions, monetary reform 
and political corruption among lawyers and legislators.^ 
'Paul Lewinson, Race, Class. & Party, A History of Negro Suffrage 
and White Politics in the South (New York: Russell & Russell. 1963). 
p. 69. 
2 
James C. Bonner, "The Alliance Legislature of 1890", Studies in 
Georgia History and Government, ed. by J. C. Bonner & Lucien Roberts 
(Athens: University of Georgia Press, 1940), p. 159. 
^Ibid.. p. 160. 
1 
2 
Two chief concerns of the farmers were high prices and currency. 
It seemed that while the cost of supplies, credit, and manufactured 
goods escalated upward, the prices paid for agricultural products 
plunged. And, what was most distressing, to southerners, in particular, 
was the steady decline in cotton prices. Thus, because the farmers 
could not produce a cash-crop he relied on credit and, under this system, 
at year's end, he invariably mortgaged the succeeding year's crop for 
4 
more supplies on credit. 
Under these conditions the farmer attacked the money interests 
which he held responsible for foreclosures, inflated interest rates and 
high prices. He attacked railroads that imposed discriminatory rate 
schedules that favored urban areas, he turned on the corporation which 
operated behind a high protective tariff and raised the cost of manufac¬ 
tured goods, and "Wall Street" for it's hard money policy.^ 
By 1890 the "Southern Strategy" of working within the Democratic 
Party achieved some note-worthy success. Southern Alliance men could 
justifiably boast of having elected a majority in eight state legis¬ 
latures, six governors, and more than fifty congressmen who swore by 
the alliance platform.^ 
In Georgia, the reformers achieved perhaps their greatest victories 
They elected the governor, and three-fourths of the representatives.7 
Lewinson, p. 70. 
5Ibid. 
^C. Vann Woodward, Origins of the New South. 1877-1913. Vol. IX of 
History of the South, ed. by W. H. Stephenson and E. M. Coulter (10 vols. 
Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1951-64), p. 235. 
7Ibid. 
3 
In six out of ten congressional districts the "Bourbons" were forced to 
vacate their seats, and in the four remaining districts they kept their 
offices only by acceding to the farmers' demands.® 
It was on this wave of reform that Tom Watson was elected to Con¬ 
gress from Georgia's Tenth Congressional District. Out of eleven coun¬ 
ties Watson only failed to carry Richmond which later was to be a recur¬ 
ring nemesis. Even there, however, the county Alliance passed a resolu- 
9 
tion endorsing his candidacy. 
The philosophy of the Populist advocated agrarianism for the south; 
glorification of the farmer and his life style; war against the north¬ 
eastern corporate interests, and alliance with Western Populists. 
The platform of the Populist called for the abolition of national 
banks, and the substitution of legal tender treasury notes in lieu of 
national bank notes; laws to prevent dealing in futures of all agricul¬ 
tural and mechanical productions; free and unlimited coinage of silver; 
laws prohibiting the alien ownership of land; and that all lands held by 
corporations in excess of such as is actually needed be reclaimed by the 
government; laws to prevent use of taxes to build up one class or interest 
at the expense of another; issuance of fractional paper currency and 




C. Vann Woodward, Tom Watson Agrarian Rebel (New York: Oxford 
University Press, 1963), p. 161. 
9Ibid. 
^Alex M. Arnett, The Populist Movement in Georgia (New York: 
Columbia University Press, 1922), p. 85. 
4 
The strategy of the party called for the combining of political 
strengths along regional, class, and racial lines. There was a union 
between the South and West; a union of farmers, city and factory workers 
12 
and an alliance with Negro farmers and laborers within the South. 
The leadership of the party was usually in the hands of those 
agrarians who possessed the cultural equipment for dynamic and dominant 
direction. Three typical examples were Tom Watson in Georgia, Reuben 
F. Kolb in Alabama, and Leondidas L. Polk in North Carolina. Each man 
was an owner of considerable landholdings; each was a successful farmer 
or planter, each had held an important office in the Democratic Party 
13 
before taking up the Populist banner, and each controlled a newspaper. J 
As Populism became increasingly more significant in Georgia's 
politics, Tom Watson sounded the cry for revolt when he said: 
. . . White people of the south will never support the 
Republican Party, and the black people of the south will 
never support the Democratic Party, thus at the beginning, 
we are met by the necessity of a new political alliance.^ 
As Georgia's Populist leader, Watson announced that the Party 
would sponsor a bold program calling for a united front of Negro and white 
farmers. His appeal was: 
. . . Now the People's Party says to these two men ^Negro 
and White.7 • You are kept apart so that you may be separately 
fleeced of your earnings. You are made to hate each other because 
upon that hatred is rested the keystone of the arch of financial 
'^Woodward, Origins Of The New South, p. 252. 
13Ibid.. p. 246. 
14 
Thomas E. Watson, "The Negro Question in the South," Arena. VI 
(October, 1892), 544. 
5 
despotism which enslaves you both. You are deceived and 
blinded that you may not see how this race antagonism per¬ 
petuates a monetary system which beggars both.15 
He advocated that the Populist stand squarely against lynching, 
and actively strive to guarantee citizenship privileges for Negroes. He 
reasoned, "tell me the use of educating these people as citizens" if 
they are never to exercise the rights of citizens. While speaking on 
platforms with blacks and before mixed audiences of black and white 
farmers, Watson always made it clear that he did not advocate social 
equality. But rather, he emphasized with vigor the rich harvest to be 
gained by an attitude of tolerance and friendly cooperation between 
croppers and laborers.^ 
Between 1870—1890 while Watson labored to weld together his black- 
white coalition under the Populist banner, the disfranchises long at 
work, maintained their pace to eliminate the Negro's ballot. Polling 
places were set up at places remote from Negro communities, ferries 
between black districts and political headquarters went conveniently out 
of repair at election time; polling stations were changed without blacks 
being informed; the gerrymander and highly centralized election codes 
1 
containing a poll tax, grandfather clause and literacy test were adopted. 
In describing one of the difficulties of the black-white coalition 
in the Populist Party, Watson wrote: 
. . . You might beseech southern white tenants to listen 
to you upon questions of finance, taxation and transportation. 
^Ibid.. p. 548. 
^^Woodward, Agrarian Rebel, p. 221. 
17 Lewinson, p. 65 
6 
You might demonstrate with mathematical precision that here 
in lay his way out of poverty into comfort; You might have 
him "almost persuaded", to the truth, but if the merchant who 
furnishes his farm supplies . . . came along and cried, "Negro 
rulei" The entire fabric of reason and common sense which 
you have patiently constructed would fall. 18 
In the Populist contests of 1892 the dire predictions of the dis¬ 
franchises proved out. The laws designed to keep blacks from the polls 
proved inadequate. Throughout the South political pressure was brought 
to bear by means of the mortgage foreclosures, discharging from jobs, 
withholding credit and supplies, and discharging of tenants and croppers 
from the land. These tactics by both sides, coupled with the use of 
19 Negro votes were reminiscent of Reconstruction. 
In Georgia's state contest of 1892 the Burbons won out. Despite 
the presence of federal supervisors, acts of bribery, ballot-box stuf¬ 
fing, and voting of minors were repeatedly carried out. Many planters 
and owners of turpentine stills took their Negro hands to the polls and 
voted them in gangs. In some communities all-night parties were held 
election eve, where whiskey and barbecue were generously served. And, 
on election day blacks were marched to the polls and in some instances 
20 to several polling stations to cast ballots. 
By just such methods as these, Tom Watson was defeated in his bid 
for re-election by Major James Black. Watson's majorities in all the 
counties except Richmond, Hancock and Wilkinson, where the vote was nearly 
'^Watson, "The Negro Question in The South," p. 541. 
'^Woodward, Origins of the New South, p. 259. 
20 Lewinson, p. 77 
7 
a tie, proved too little. The Populist ballots in Wilkinson were not 
allowed, and the flagrant and notorius irregularities in Hancock and 
Richmond were decisive. The total ballots in Augusta, the county seat 
21 of Richmond County, was double the number of legal voters. 
Despite a disappointing loss, Watson resigned himself to continue 
the Populist effort in the 1894 election. And, again the results were 
the same. This time however, the Democrats employed the "usual methods" 
(physical, intimidation, bribery, voting of minors) plus the "new method" 
(the registration law). This law of 1894 provided that a registration 
committee of three (two Democrats and one Populist) in each county, 
22 would have the right to draw up a list of qualified voters. 
The balloting was comparatively peaceful with only a minimum of 
violence reported. The total Democratic ballots in Richmond of 6,435 
was well within the range of the possible, but again more than suffi- 
23 
cient to off-set Populist majorities in all the other counties. The 
results this time led Watson to remark that: 
. . . Richmond County is so manipulated that no matter 
whether Populists carried Hancock or not the city of Augusta 
arrogates to herself the right to rule the district.24 
While the Georgia Populists could justifiably cry that another 
contest had been fraudently taken from their grasp, they did make some 
gains. State wide they polled 44.5 per cent of the ballots and reduced 
the Democratic majority from 80,000 (which it had been in 1892) to 20,000, 
carried 46 of the 137 counties and elected five state senators and 
21 
Woodward, Agrarian Rebel, p. 242. 
22Ibid.. p. 272. 
23Ibid.. p. 277. 
8 
representatives.^ 
In the last decade of the 19th Century the "forces of reaction" 
were making giant strides to disfranchise blacks throughout the south. 
The cry of "Negro rule", the severe distress brought on by the Panic of 
1893» coupled with a shift in the Negro population from upland counties 
to towns and cities gave impetus to the movement. In addition, the 
economic competition with the Negro, which was felt by small white far¬ 
mers and tenant groups, no doubt had its impact. Finally, perhaps, the 
most important consideration was the political role played by the Negro 
26 during the era of the agrarian revolt. 
Armed with the idea that the end justifies the means, the disfran¬ 
chises employed the tactics of demagogues. The use of intemperate and 
inflamatory language and those "tactics" which appealed to the unthinking 
voters were to be the order of the day. Appeals were made to the poor 
as against the rich, to the common man as against the aristocrat, and to 
27 the farmer as against the townsman. 
Sarah Gray records that Watson said: 'Whenever we have been 
defeated at the polls, we have been beaten by the Negro who sold his 
28 
vote". This to the South was the lesson of the Populist revolt. The 
alternative to corruption and fraudulant activities in future political 
29 
contests, was White solidarity and Negro disfranchisement. 
25Ibid.. p. 278. 
26 
Daniel M. Robinson, "From Tillman to Long, Striking Leaders of the 
Rural South." Journal of Southern History, III (August, 1937)» 306. 
27Ibid.. p. 297. 
28 
Sarah L. Gray, "Thomas E. Watson: Leader of Georgia Populism," 
(Unpublished Master's thesis, Emory University, 1933)» P* 73* 
29 
Lewinson, p. 90. 
CHAPTER II 
THE CAMPAIGN OF 1906 
The campaign for the governorship of Georgia began in the spring 
of 1905, some fifteen months before the primary election. The chief 
issues were railroad reform and the disfranchisement of Negroes. The 
candidates were James M. Smith, John H. Estill, Richard B. Russell, 
Clark Howell and Hoke Smith. 
James M. Smith, a large planter from Oglethorpe County, considered 
himself a farmer's candidate. He favored the passage of legislation 
which would being relief to the agrarian interests. While he endorsed 
the concept of white supremacy, he opposed the whole-sale disfranchise¬ 
ment of Georgia's Negro citizenry.1 
John H. Estill, publisher of the Savannah Morning News, centered 
his hopes on capitalizing on complaints from his region about the spoils 
system which operated in North Georgia. He also opposed disfranchisement, 
2 
feeling that it had been accomplished by the white primary. 
Richard B. Russell of Winder, an ex-judge of the Superior Court 
described himself as an "anti-ringer". As a judge he established a 
Clarence A. Bacote, "The Negro In Georgia Politics, 1880-1908," 
(unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Chicago, 1955)» p. 422. 
2 
Dewey Grantham, Hoke Smith and The Politics of The New South 
(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1958), p. 143. Here¬ 
after cited as Hoke Smith. 
9 
10 
reputation for fairness and impartial justice. He denounced lynch law 
as barbaric, and declared that mob rule was detrimental to every prin¬ 
ciple of good government. A key plank in his platform was relief from 
taxation, except the poll tax, for every tax payer whose property was 
3 
valued at three hundred dollars. 
Clark Howell, who had been a powerful figure in Georgia politics 
for many years, represented the conservative faction of the Democratic 
Party. He was a disciple of Henry Grady who glorified capitalism and 
encouraged cultural unity between the south and east. He was editor-in- 
chief of the Atlanta Constitution; former Speaker of the state House of 
Representatives, and two-term state Senator. He praised the Democratic 
Party and contended that corporations should receive impartial and 
unbiased treatment under the law. He favored popular election of the 
railroad commission, reduction in taxes, liberal confederate pensions, 
4 
and opposed disfranchisement. 
Hoke Smith, a former Secretary of Interior under President Cleveland, 
and a successful corporation lawyer, was more radical in his attitude 
toward railroads and other corporate interests which Howell was said to 
represent. He found particular fault with the Southern Railroad which 
he claimed had controlling influence on the state and the commissions 
set up to regulate its actions. He further contended that through free 
passes, contribution to political parties, powerful state and national 
lobbies, the railroads were able to violate laws against combinations, 
^Bacote, "Negro in Georgia Politics," p. 421. 
^Grantham, Hoke Smith, p. 144. 
11 
discriminations, and watered stock, without regard to the law. Finally, 
he promised to support legislation to disfranchise Negroes. 
From the early months of the campaign the race became a two man 
contest. Clark Howell, supported by the conservative element of the 
Democratic Party including the incumbent Governor Terrell, "stumped 
the State" and attacked the issues and Hoke Smith through the pages of 
the Atlanta Constitution. Hoke Smith, on the other hand, had the backing 
of Tom Watson, and a host of politicians including Hooper Alexander, 
Pope Brown, Representative Hardwick and Editor James Gray of the Atlanta 
Journal. 
Hoke Smith's fight was likewise made from the stump and through 
the columns of a prominent daily. Neither man pulled any punches, 
Slander, character assassination, the hurling of epithets, and generally 
inflamatory speeches became the order of the day.^ 
Howell accused Hoke Smith of having received legal fees for 
defending corporations, and of having borrowed $50,000 from Wall Street 
bankers with the endorsement of the Southern Railroad;^ that while 
Secretary of the Interior, Smith awarded jobs to incompetent Negroes 
over whites. Furthermore, according to Howell, the record showed that 
Smi th 
. . . appointed Mary Brown, colored, a daughter of Bishop 
Brown to a position in the interior department, paying 
'’Arnett, p. 219. 
^Grantham, Hoke Smith, p. 153» 
^Ibid., p. 141. 
12 
$1,200 dollars a year to work longside white ladies, which 
Mary still holds. ... He appointed D. M. Turner, colored, 
son of Bishop Henry M. Turner, to a position which pays 
$1,000 a year .... that he appointed Cornelius King, a son 
in law of Bishop Turner, to a position paying $1,800, besides 
expenses, in the interior department.® 
In a July issue of the Atlanta Constitution Margaret J. Hampton's 
affidavit was published accusing Smith of having dismissed her from her 
job without cause while he was Secretary of the Interior. Her statement 
in part read: 
. . . prior to my discharge Mr. Smith had given places to 
negroes the likes of which were being filled by white 
people. . . . before my dismissal negroes were doing 
the same work in the interior department as was being done 
by whites. 
While speaking in Worth County Howell asserted that he had never 
been directly or indirectly connected with the railroads; that his 
interest was in seeing that the railroads' growth and development state¬ 
wide would benefit the people. He welcomed the further introduction of 
foreign capital into the state, from whatever source, so long as the 
10 
people were justly and fairly treated. 
Howell asserted that Smith's cry for reform was a sham and that 
Smith was nothing more than a self-centered political demagogue who was 
manipulated by Tom Watson. He added that Smith had surrendered his 
democratic allegiance to Tom Watson for the latter's support. The 
Atlanta Constitution predicted that Watson would control the state's 
o 
Atlanta Constitution. September 1, 1905, p. 1. 
9Ibid., July 10, 1906, p. 2. 
^Ibid.. April 26, 1906, p. 5» 
13 
Democratic Party without surrendering his Populist affiliations." 
In response to Howell's charge that he had borrowed money from 
Wall Street, Smith admitted that he had, but stated that the loan had 
been repaid. 
On the question of Negro appointments Smith explained that he had 
made none; that Negroes who held jobs in the Department of Interior had 
them prior to his appointment as Secretary. However, those who came 
into the department during his tenure, did so through transfer without 
any aid on his part.'^ 
Regarding the railroad question, Smith in a speech at Albany 
affirmed that the people of the state were being burdened by excessive 
and unjust local freight rates. He argued that because the people in the 
interior of the state were cut off from seaports, additional excessive 
rates were imposed by the railroads to transport goods from the east and 
west. 
To illustrate the point about rate discrimination, Smith at Colum¬ 
bus explained: 
If goods are shipped from New York to Columbus by 
Savannah or Brunswick the average rate received by the 
railroads from either of our ports to Columbus for carrying 
goods. . .is 37C per hundred. This however, is the rate 
when you use the water route selected by the railroad. If 
you select your own vessel and then wish to ship them from 
Savannah to Columbus, the average rate for the same classes of 
goods is 47C per hundred.'5 
^Woodward, Agrarian Rebel, p. 376. 
12 
Atlanta Journal, January 10, 1906, p. 7. 
13 
Ibid.. January 11, 1906, p. 3* 
14 
Ibid.. July 10, 1906, p. 2. 
^Editorial, Atlanta Journal. January 10, 1906, p. 3. 
14 
In a speech at Madison, Smith showed his ultimate contempt for 
railroads, by suggesting that the state force the sale of railroads 
owned by non-residents. 
Let us demand that legislation be passed which will 
prevent the operations of railroads in Georgia by foreign 
corporations. ... If we forbid the operation of rail¬ 
roads in Georgia by foreign corporations or non-resident 
citizens. . . the railroads will be forced to sell them or 
lease them to corporations organized in the state.16 
In addition to Smith's attacks, were those leveled by Tom Watson 
through his publication, Tom Watson's Magazine. In 1905, for example, 
Watson dubbed J. P. Morgan the absolute king of the railroads in Georgia, 
He makes the Governor, controls the legislature, over¬ 
rides the commission and tramples the constitution of the 
state under his feet .... We lost fewer lives to the 
invading host of Sherman's army than we have lost to the 
rai 1 road.17 
In an editorial, Watson alleged that the railroads violated the 
state's constitution by joint ownership of competing lines, thus robbing 
people in freight rates by issuing millions of dollars in ficticious 
value watered stock and of even failing to provide private rooms at 
waiting stations for the customers on the lines between Augusta and 
18 Savannah, and Macon and Savannah. 
Finally, Watson argued violently that the railroads dominated the 
legislative through their lobbyists led by Hamp McWhorter. McWhorter, 
^Atlanta Journal. July 10, 1906, p. 4. 
^Quoted in Woodward, Agrarian Rebel, p. 377. 
18 
Thomas E. Watson, 'Temperate Comment Upon A Peculiar Situation," 
Tom Watson's Magazine, III (January, 1906), 262. 
15 
an ex-judge of the State Superior Court, was at the time special counsel 
to the Southern Railroad. According to Watson he 
. . . comes to the capital and stays as long as the 
legislators are in session. . . free passes and other 
temptations are suitable inducements to influence the law¬ 
makers. Thus, the New York millionaires have fettered us, 
hand and foot. They control the political party which rules 
the state, and the Democratic machine works as smoothly for 
Morgan the Republican as it does for Belmont and Ryan the 
Democrats.^ 
It was over the question of disfranchisement of Negroes, however, 
that the campaign of 1906 took on its most vicious, demagogic and divis¬ 
ive character. 
Prior to 1905, Hoke Smith apparently held the attitude that a 
policy of tolerant white paternalism was the best hope for the Negro. 
He supported the idea of education and opposed disfranchisement of blacks 
when it was recommended in 1899. In 1901, he declared that the race prob¬ 
lem was no longer a menace. Even as late as 1903» he is reported to have 
20 
said that the "only trouble affecting the colored man is agitation. 
But because Smith wanted to be governor and reasoned that he needed the 
aid of both the Populists and Watson to accomplish this, he came out for 
disfranchisement in 1904. In a letter to Watson seeking his support, 
Smith confided that: 
It is true that we may differ on questions of national 
policy, but as to the issues of the present campaign in 
Georgia I feel sure that your views and mine will thoroughly 
coincide. ... I felt called upon to help free the people 
l9Ibid.. pp. 262-263. 
^Grantham, Hoke Smith, p. 148. 
16 
. . . from the domination by railroad corporations and 
machine politicians and negro rule.21 
Smith was more or less assured of Watson's support largely through 
the efforts of Hardwick, a strong advocate of Negro disfranchisement. 
In a letter to Watson from his home in Sandersvi11e, Georgia, on June 
26, 1905 Hardwick urged Watson to support the Smith candidacy, and sug¬ 
gested that a conference he held between the two men so that they might 
resolve their differences.22 Furthermore Hardwick asserted that Negro 
disfranchisement was the paramount issue and that Hoke Smith favored a 
constitutional amendment of that character. 
... he /"Smithy/ assures me personally that in his Madison 
speech and on the stump everywhere ... he expects to take 
a bold and unequivocal position upon it. As you know it is 
the most important thing to me, and I believe to you.23 
Following the Hardwick letter, meetings between Smith and Watson 
were held which resulted in Watson urging his Populist followers to 
support Hoke Smith. 
At LaGrange, Georgia, Smith made the following statement regarding 
the race problem: 
The negro inherits savage instincts from barbarism of 
Africa, and has received his chief progress while in slavery 
from the control of the white man. . . . The fact should be 
kept in mind . . . . Large numbers of negroes are irresponsible, 
21 Grantham, Hoke Smith, p. 148. 
Dewey Grantham, ed., "Some Letters From Thomas W. Hardwick To 
Tom Watson Concerning The Georgia Gubernatorial Campaign of 1906," in 
Georgia Historical Quarterly, XXXIV (December, 1950), 333-34. Here¬ 
after cited as "Some Letters". 
Editorial, Atlanta Constitution. January 7, 1906, p. 7- 
17 
and when left In Idleness are prone to crime. 
The white man in rural sections must act in concert 
and know every negro. . . the stranger who makes his 
appearance at once be required to give a satisfactory 
account of himself. 
The law abiding negro can only escape responsibility 
for the crimes of his race when he contributes all his 
power to prevent them.25 
During an interview with Herbert Quick for an article in Reader 
Magazine. Smith explained more reasons for Negro disfranchisement. He 
contended that justification could be found in the fact that during the 
Populist movement in Georgia, the Negro served as an arbiter when the 
white vote split. Furthermore, the Negro posed a threat because he 
constituted 44.6 per cent of the voters in the state, and held a majority 
in sixty-five counties. As a result, the only course left for Georgians 
was to follow the example of Mississippi, Alabama, South Carolina, North 
Carolina, Louisiana and Virginia, and enact a constitutional amendment 
26 
which would ensure white control of the state. 
As Smith stumped the state spreading the message of disfranchise¬ 
ment so did his supporters. Tom Hardwick, a state representative, in 
writing on the subject of the Negro and the federal amendments said: 
So long as these amendments stand unrepealed, and are 
sustained by the courts, I will yield to them obedience but 
it shall be grudging, technical obedience. If Shylock exacts 
his pound of flesh, he shall have it no more no less-an exact 
pound; but let him beware lest in the exaction the blood of his 
victim shall flow and his blood shall, in turn, pay for for¬ 
feit. 27 
^Atlanta Journal, October 10, 1906, p. 2. 
Herbert Quick, "Hoke Smith and the Revolution in Georgia," 
Reader Magazine, X (August, 1907), 245. 
^Atlanta Constitution, July 10, 1906, p. 2. 
18 
Ralph Smith, a reporter for the Atlanta Journa1. wrote many 
articles in support of Hoke Smith. One article concerned Howell's "let 
well enough alone" policy. In that article Alabama Congressman John H. 
Bankhead, is reported to have declared that the disfranchising amendment 
to Alabama's Constitution had purified the ballot of the influence of 
the "ignorant and venal Negro". Furthermore, Bankhead urged that 
Georgia's voters should do likewise and witness the same results. James 
Weatherly, a leading lawyer of Birmingham, Alabama, alleged that thousands 
of white immigrants recently coming to live in the state had done so 
because of the settled political conditions created by Negro disfran¬ 
chisement. He also claimed that the law had not disfranchised a single 
white man and that any politicians who cried "let well enough alone", 
were only paving the way for blacks to hold primaries and select candi- 
dates of their choice. 
As Hoke Smith and his colleagues maligned the Negro, and preached 
for his political death, Clark Howell's forces argued against the move¬ 
ment. In a speech at the Fayette County Court House, Howell argued that 
the disfranchisement of blacks was one of the most dangerous pieces of 
legislation facing the voters. 
If I would begin to cut-off the ballot from any one 
I would begin by saying that the man with a million dollars 
should not be allowed to vote. . . . Man with money can pro¬ 
tect himself, its the man without money and education who 
needs protection of the law.29 
Howell made the distinction between his anti-disfranchisement 
^Atlanta Journal. January 8, 1906, p. 6. 
^Atlanta Constitution. August 1, 1906, p. 1. 
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stand and racial equality when he said: 
negroes measured by any standard is the inferior of 
the white man. The negro race is incapable of political 
or social equality. 
Adoption of an amendment for disfranchisement. . . 
will draw negroes out of the cotton field.30 
In a speech at Worth County, Howell continued his opposition to 
disfranchisement, by claiming that Hoke Smith's only reason for bringing 
the Negro back into politics was to get the governor's chair. Further¬ 
more, the disfranchising law would be unconstitutional, because it would 
not stand the test of the Fifteenth Amendment.31 Finally, Howell argued 
that disfranchising would be a catalyst to Negroes to pursue schooling in 
order to qualify for the ballot, and deprive the poor and uneducated 
32 
white who would be forced to replace the Negro in the fields. 
As proof of his claims, the following appeared in the Atlanta 
Constitution under the title "Object Lesson in South Carolina Disfran¬ 
chisement." 
Whi te Colored 
First Reader 25,424 43,777 
Second Reader 20,717 25,408 
Third Reader 19,719 29,059 
Fourth Reader 19,154 24,806 
Fifth Reader 14,770 16,198 
Spelling 93,999 105,698 
Geography 48,426 52,711 
The Atlanta Constitution claimed that the aforementioned data, 
taken from records of South Carolina's school system, proved that under 
^°Ibid.. November 18, 1905, p. 6. 
^Ibid.. July 10, 1906, pp. 1, 8. 
3^Ibid., August 1, 1906, p. 3* 
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the incentive given by disfranchising constitutions, more Negro children 
attended schools than whites.^ 
In writing about the literacy qualification as a prerequisite for 
voting, Clarence H. Pope declared that in North Carolina also, such a 
provision proved an incentive to blacks to go to school. He observed 
that since the adoption of the amendment an illiterate Negro, whom he 
knew, some sixty years of age, had been encouraged to go to school in 
•3/t 
order to qualify for voting.J 
On July 1, 1906, the Atlanta Constitution published an article 
opposed to disfranchisement on the grounds that it would be detrimental 
to the interest of farmers. 
If conditions in Georgia were as they were in the dark 
days of reconstruction. . . then there would be absolute 
unanimity among the white people. 
Judged by conditions now prevailing there is no necessity 
for a change here in Georgia. 
Every man familiar with the rural sections know that 
sporadic outbreaks-has a DEMORALIZING EFFECT UPON NEGRO 
LABOR.35 
The Negro's opposition to efforts to disfranchise him had begun 
as early as 1899. In that year Thomas W. Hardwick, a young member of 
the House of Representatives, wrote letters to his colleagues seeking 
support for a disfranchisement bill. As soon as it was learned that he 
planned to introduce a disfranchisement bill in the next session of the 
legislature, protests from the Negro community began.^ The Reverend 
•^Ibid.. August 1, 1906, p. 8. 
34 
Clarence H. Pope, "Merit in Test For Voting," North American 
Review. CIXXV (1902), 541. 
•3 ç 
Atlanta Constitution. July 1, 1906, p. 4. 
■^Bacote, "Negro in Georgia Politics, 11 p. 278. 
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L. B. Maxwell, an Atlanta University graduate and Negro field worker for 
the Interdenominational Sunday School Committee in the South, was one 
of the first to speak out. He denied the validity of the claim by dis¬ 
franchises that Negroes with the ballot would take this as a license 
to socialize with whites. He emphasized that the "ignorant Negro does 
not crave about society and the intelligent Negro too sensitive to go 
where he is not wanted.37 
Bishop Henry M. Turner of the African Methodist Episcopal Church 
and the foremost advocate of civil rights for Negroes in the state was 
so disturbed by the Hardwick proposal that he ordered the ministers in 
his church to take the stump against the measure. Furthermore, he 
encouraged the ministers to give aid to blacks in getting deferments 
OQ 
from the draft for the Spanish-American War. In an address to some 
eighty ministers attending a conference of the African Methodist Episco¬ 
pal Church in Atlanta, Bishop Turner promised to re-enter politics if 
the Hardwick bill passed. He said: 
. . . any attempt to rob us of the ballot is a ruthless 
and cruel outrage. Our civil rights have been torn from 
us by the United States Supreme Court, while we are expected 
to fight and die for this ungrateful nation, and now to rob 
us of the ballot. . ., is . . . simply barbarous.39 
Booker T. Washington even described the Hardwick proposal as a 
means of widening the breach between blacks and whites. He suggested 
that while the "understanding clause" would eliminate the Negro's ballot, 
37Ibid.. p. 279. 
38Ibid.. p. 281. 
39Ibid.. p. 282. 
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it could in the future be used against a white man. 
When the Hardwick bill was voted upon by the Georgia House, the 
41 result was 137 against and only three in favor. 
On June 10, 1906, in a special sermon at Wheat Street Baptist 
Church, the Reverend Peter James Bryant, Negro, spoke on "Negro Inferi¬ 
ority and Disfranchisement". The entire sermon was devoted to methodi¬ 
cally ripping to shreds the racist statements made by the Reverend J. 
B. Hawthorne, in an interview in the Atlanta Journal. Bryant described 
Hawthorne as a misguided, misinformed revolutionist whose "zeal is not 
according to knowledge". He asserted that the argument that the Negro 
was the inferior to whites, was indefensible. In reply to the charge 
that the ballot in "the Negro's hand was corrupt, dangerous, and pur- 
chaseable", Bryant admitted that this was true. But, he added, it was 
no more dangerous in the hands of an ignorant, immoral Negro than in the 
hands of a white man of the same type. He remarked that if legislation 
42 were necessary it should affect all of a kind without regard to race. 
Finally, Bryant denied the assertion that granting the ballot to 
the Negro was a blunder. He admitted that initially the Negro may have 
been weak with the ballot, but insisted this was a responsibility of 
the whites.4^ 
As early as 1904 The Voice of the Negro took the position that 
disfranchisement was a mistake because it would create enmity between 
40Ibid.. p. 283. 
41 Ibid., p. 288. 
42 
P. James Bryant, "Negro Inferiority and Disfranchisement," 
Voice of the Negro (Atlanta), III (June, 1906), 513* 
4^Ibid.. p. 514. 
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the races, and would have the effect of discouraging good citizenship. 
It was affirmitively stated that to hold up the cruel, harsh, and repres 
sive features of government to the Negro community was a cardinal error. 
In many instances, the Voice continued, the police club is the only 
instrument of government with which the Negro comes in contact. Finally 
it was noted that the South's progress depended in large part upon peace 
and harmony existing between the races. The "doer of evil suffers in 
the long run". An analogy was made to Goldsmith's "Elegy to a Dog". 
This man and dog at first were friends. But when a 
pigue began the dog to gain some private ends went mad 
and bit the man. The wound it was both sore and sad. 
To every Christian eye, and while they swore the man 
would die. But soon a wonder came to light, that showed 
the rogues they lied. The man recovered from the bite, the 
dog it was that died.^ 
The Voice of the Negro, continued its unwavering stand against 
injustice. Through its columns a call was made to Georgia's "silent 
men of good will" to speak out and aid the blackman. The editor 
declared: 
. . . the provokers of strife, the agitators of racewar, 
the advertisers of the lynching-bee. . . shall reduce our 
race to serfdom with fire eating articles and blood curdling 
speeches. 5 
On the occasion of Tuskegee Institute's twenty-fifth anniversary 
even Booker T. Washington spoke out against injustice to Negroes. He 
pointed out that free government was the loser when one part of a com¬ 
munity attempted to progress while holding the other down. He even 
^Kelly Miller, "The Negro as a Political Factor." ibid.. (Febru¬ 
ary, 1904), 62-63. 
^Max Barber, "Where Are Our Friends," ibid.. Ill (October, 
1905), 437. 
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rebuked the mob and declared that the Negro race should have the free¬ 
dom to develop to its maximum potential.4^ This view was a complete 
departure from his earlier view which emphasized economic development of 
the Negro and de-emphasized political and civic rights. 
Secretary of War William H. Taft in a speech in North Carolina 
even spoke out mildly against disfranchisement, by noting that the Fif¬ 
teenth Amendment prohibited the denial of suffrage to Negroes on account 
of race. He emphasized that the amendment had nothing to do with the 
amalgamation of the races, socializing or equality. He went further and 
added that for southerners to allow the question of so called "Negro 
domination" to control their votes, represented a lack of sense, the 
proportions of which he thought no longer existed in the region. Yet, 
Taft maintained that the Negro should qualify himself to vote.^ 
The Nation observed that the Negro had demonstrated by his hard 
work, thrift and material prosperity that he was a vital and significant 
contributor to the community who deserved his ballot. It pointed out 
that in 1866 Georgia Negroes owned but 10,000 acres of land; by 1876 
they had 457,635 acres of land; and ten years later 802,939. In 1896 
they had passed the million mark, and in 1906 they paid taxes on 1,400,000 
acres that they owned out right, and on which they were assessed $7,000, 
200.48 
Generally speaking Negroes throughout the state of Georgia found 
great displeasure and disappointment in the conduct of the campaign for 
46Ibid.. Ill (May, 1906), 317-20. 
4^At1anta Journal. August 28, 1807, p. 2. 
48 
"Georgia Disfranchisement." Nation. LXXXV (August 8, 1907)» 113 
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the governor's chair in 1906. Bishop Henry M. Turner remarked that the 
governor's race of 1906 was a "whiteman's battle" and that neither side 
had any direct interest in the Negro's welfare.He also said, in com¬ 
menting on Hoke Smith and disfranchisement, that he was indeed surprised 
that such a "broad humanitarian and grand man" as Smith would devote so 
much of his time to Negro disfranchisement, when the race was already 
practically disfranchised.5® 
Feelings among Negroes were so aroused by the efforts to take away 
their ballot that a conference of blacks was called to be held in Macon, 
Georgia on February 13, 1906. This organization, called the Georgia 
Equal Rights League, had some five hundred persons in attendance.^ 
Among some of the more prominent persons were Judson Lyons, former 
Register of the Treasury, Dr. W. E. B. DuBois of Atlanta University; 
Professor John Hope of Atlanta Baptist College (later president of 
Atlanta University); and Reverend Charles T. Walker, representing Booker 
T. Washington.52 
The highpoint of the meeting was a speech by Bishop Turner in which 
he said: 
... to the Negro in this country the American flag is a 
dirty rag. Not a star in it can the colored man claim, for it 
is no longer the symbol of our manhood rights and liberty. 
Without multiplying words, I wish to say that hell is an 
^Bacote, "Negro in Georgia Politics," p. 234. 
5®A1exander J. McKelway, "Suffrage In Georgia," Outlook. LXXV/II 
(September 14, 1907), 65. 
^Bacote, "Negro In Georgia Politics," p. 234. 
52Ibid.. p. 236. 
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improvement upon the United States where the Negro is 
involved.53 
While the delegates at the conference could point to very little 
in the way of accomplishments prior to Turner's speech, they could hope 
for very little afterwards. The remarks not only created dissension 
among those present, but it sent a shock wave throughout the Nation 
which eventually touched President Theodore Roosevelt.^ 
Dr. W. E. B. DuBois, in writing to Dewey Grantham on September 
3, 1952, said of Hoke Smith: 
. . . /”He was_7 a man of brains, experience and wide 
acquaintance. . . who was absolutely without conscience 
when it came to his political career. . . . Smith was offered 
great inducement to moderate his attack on the corporation 
during his campaign of 1906, and he found that the easiest way 
to do this was to direct his attack upon the Negro.55 
While criticism of the effort to disfranchise Negroes came from 
blacks and whites within and without the state, the Atlanta Independent, 
the only black published newspaper in the city, expressed the conserva¬ 
tive view. In 1904, Benjamin J. Davis, editor, argued that the degener¬ 
acy of the Negro race in the South was traceable to the ignorant Negro's 
attempts to dabble in politics. The editor's advice to the Negro was: 
". . . e_7 must stop his childish attempt to play in political fire, 
go to work, go to church, go to school, learn a trade, cultivate com¬ 
mon sense."5^ 
^Grantham, Hoke Smith, p. 178. 
"^Editorial, Atlanta Independent, August 6, 1904, p. 1. 
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In November of the same year, another editorial appeared condemning 
the section of the Fourteenth Amendment which allowed for a state's repre¬ 
sentation to be reduced for disfranchising a part of its citizenry. The 
editorial argued that the provision was immoral and if enforced would be 
a stimulus to southern politicians to disfranchise every black and give 
up in return only one congressman.57 
By May 1905, the editorial policy of the Atlanta Independent was 
strictly conservative. Editor Davis stated that the ideals of the 
Fifteenth Amendment even though praiseworthy were misplaced. He sug¬ 
gested that no class of citizens could be legislated into the full 
enjoyment of their rights. Disfranchisement, he argued, might prove a 
blessing to the Negro race. He stated: 
... we do not approve proscriptive legislation directed 
at us, still we feel that safeguards around the ballot should 
exist to protect the institution. ... we believe unristricted 
enfranchisement of the black-man was a monumental error.5° 
In September of 1905 the Independent despite Hoke Smith's anti- 
Negro crusade still expressed confidence in him. The editor argued that 
Smith's racial attitude had reversed only because he wanted to be gover¬ 
nor; that after the election there was no doubt that Smith would return 
to his old love "Nigger" and deny the record he borrowed from Vardaman. 
The editor further reminded the readers that Hoke Smith had given jobs 
to Negroes while Secretary of the Interior, when he could have given 
them to white boys. 
57ibid.. November 26, 1904. 
5®Editorial, Atlanta Independent. May 6, 1905. 
^Ibid.. September 9, 1905. 
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But by November, 1905, the Atlanta Independent's editorials were 
voicing opposition to Hoke Smith. The paper declared, among other 
things, that if elected Hoke Smith would disfranchise Negroes, deport 
every Negro who objected, and confiscate every white man's property who 
protested.^0 
Finally, editor Ben Davis declared that Hoke Smith's disfranchise¬ 
ment scheme would disfranchise all ignorant blacks and whites, while the 
election managers defrauded the seventy-five thousand educated Negroes 
of their ballot.^ 
The Populist in the campaign of 1906 had the role of arbiters. 
They learned from their experience in the 1890's that the Negro's poli¬ 
tical power was only relevant when considered as a balancing force, as 
the white votes split. Thus, it was decided that the privileged position 
of deciding future elections in Georgia would not be in the hands of 
62 
Negroes, but the Populists. 
In 1904 Watson wrote that the key to the defeats of the Populist 
in the political contests of 1892 and 1894 was the "nigger". He claimed 
that for more than a generation the Democratic party in the South had 
made the "nigger" his stock-in-trade, and that nothing had been more 
effective in creating political paralysis. Therefore, when he announced 
in 1904, that he would support any anti-machine Democrat for governor, 
6°Ibid.. November 11, 1905. 
61 Ibid.. July 21, 1906. 
^Grantham, Hoke and Politics, p. 133* 
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who campaigned on a plank to disfranchise Negroes, the "dye" was cast. 
In evaluating, the significance of the Negro voter in Georgia, 
Watson wrote in 1906: 
^fie/ has a legal right to vote but its of little 
value to him because the white primary deprives him of the 
opportunity to use his vote, they have a theoretical right 
to swim but are practically denied access to water. . .he can 
cast his ballot in the general election and ratify the action 
of the white Primary; if he likes. Or. he can cast a ballot 
of protest, amounts to a row of pins.°^ 
Thus.Tom Watson, the first southern white leader to treat the 
Negroes' aspirations with sincerity in the 1890's, turned to racial 
hatred and demogogery in the twentieth century.^ 
63 Ibid.. p. 134. 
^Watson, "Temperate Comment," p. 264. 
^'’Woodward, Agrarian Rebel, p. 221 
CHAPTER III 
ELECTION RESULTS 
Right up to August 22, 1906, the campaign pressures were maintained 
by each candidate and his supporters. But when the ballots were counted 
Hoke Smith was victorious. He received 104,796 votes; Richard B. Russell 
25,290; Clark Howell 23,006; John H. Estill 22,958; and James M. Smith 
8,233. This popular landslide represented a total of 312 county-unit 
votes to 52 for the opposition.' In the general election that took 
place in the fall, Smith received 76,902 votes to 148 for a Populist 
2 
candidate named J. B. Osburn. 
In his inaugural address on June 29, 1907, Hoke Smith outlined 
his disfranchisement proposal. According to the plan voters were divided 
into six groups: (l) Veterans of past wars of the United States, the 
Confederate states, or Georgia, (2) descendants of such persons, (3) 
persons with good character and understanding of the duties of citizen¬ 
ship, (4) persons who could read and write correctly when read to in 
English any paragraph of the Constitution of the United States or of 
Georgia, (5) persons who owned forty acres of land, or (6) who owned five 
'Atlanta Journal. September 4, 1906, p. 1. 
o 
Journal of the House of Representatives of the State of Georgia 
at the Regular Session of the General Assembly-—June 29. 1907. Atlanta: 
1907, p. 36. 
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hundred dollars worth of state tax assessed property. Hoke remarked 
that If it happened that members of a particular race more than others 
failed to qualify, it could not be said that they were excluded without 
constitutional tests.^ 
After Hoke Smith's inaugural speech a group of concerned Negroes 
appeared before the legislature and presented a memorial opposing the 
disfranchisement plan. Included in the group of prominent Atlanta 
Negroes were: A. F. Herndon, founder of the Atlanta Life Insurance Com¬ 
pany, Reverend H. H. Proctor, pastor of the First Congregational Church, 
4 
and H. A. Rucker, Collector of Internal Revenue for Georgia. 
Despite this protest from Negro leaders who asked no favor, but a 
square deal, the disfranchisement bill was introduced in both houses of 
the legislature in June, 1907. The Senate version was sponsored by 
Senator Thomas S. Felder of the Twenty-second District, and the House 
version by Representative George W. Williams of Laurens County.^ 
The Senate bill after a favorable committee report in mid-July, 
was debated on the floor beginning on July 30, 1907. Senator Felder 
explained in great detail the particulars of the bill and insisted that 
contrary to some beliefs, no white man would be disfranchised. He made 
a special appeal to his colleagues from North Georgia to join him in 
persuading senators from the southern part of the state to support the 
^Grantham, Hoke Smith, p. 159. 
^Bacote, "Negro In Georgia Politics," p. 456. 
"’Atlanta Journal » June 29, 1907, p. 3* 
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bill.6 
Opposition to the Felder Bill came primarily from the white coun¬ 
ties of North Georgia where the Negro population was rather small. 
From Elberton County came expressions of concern that just as many whites 
as blacks would be disfranchised by the bill's education and property 
sections, and the grandfather clause. J. W. Boyd of the Thirty-Ninth 
District said he would oppose the bill until the "good character" clause 
was made perpetual through amendment. A. E. Ashley of the Fortieth 
District, opposed the bill on the grounds that while it disfranchised 
the Negro, it taxed property. Never the less, after two days of debate 
the bill was passed by a vote of 37 to 6.^ 
Debate in the House over the Felder bill was more spirited than 
that witnessed in the Senate. 
Perhaps the most persistent opposition came from Joe Hill Hall 
of Bibb County who said that the bill's provisions would give "rascally" 
p 
registrars the power to disfranchise whites. During the course of the 
debate, Hall proposed a resolution instructing the House Committee on 
Constitutional Amendments to report all bills on disfranchisement at 
one time. 
Representative Dunbar of Richmond County proposed an amendment 
which struck out of the eighth paragraph of the bill the words "or a mass 
^Bacote, "Negro In Georgia Politics," p. 456. 
^Atlanta Journal. July 30» 1907, p. 1. 
O 
Georgia House Journal. August 3, 1907, pp. 926-27. 
9lbid.. July 22, 1907, p. 450. 
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meeting", thus eliminating the prohibition against non-qualified voters 
participating in a mass meeting. Dunbar also offered an amendment, 
stating that appeals of decisions by the registrars could be taken from 
the Superior Court to the State Supreme Courts.^ 
Representative W. H. Rogers of McIntosh County, the lone Negro 
member of the legislature, was the only one to oppose the bill because it 
disfranchised Negroes. He offered an amendment which would exempt all 
"persons who were held in involuntary servitude prior to January 1, 
1863".11 
Representative H. L. Fullbright of Burke County, said that the 
bill in its present form would be a "boon" to blacks in his county. He 
declared that there were 7,676 Negroes, and only 1,060 whites in his 
county. Furthermore, he said Negroes owned twenty-five thousand acres 
of land.^ 
L. R. Massengale of Warren County made a stirring speech decrying 
delay in the passage of the disfranchisement bill. He said that Negroes 
by nature were never intended to exercise the privilage of suffrage. 
He also asserted that if by giving up his ballot he could disfranchise 
13 
every Negro, he would gladly do so. J
W. S. Huff of Lumpkin County expressed reservations about the bill 
because three-fourths of the Negroes in his county could qualify under 
the property clause, and five-sixths under the education section. What 
'^Atlanta Journal. July 31» 1907, p. 1. 
1'lbijd., August 12, 1907, p. 1. 
^Ibid.. August 14, 1907, p. 1. 
^Ibid.. August 12, 1907, p. 6. 
he failed to say however, was that the Comptroller General's, Report 
14 
showed that only fifty Negroes paid poll tax in 1906. 
Joe Hi 11 Hall of Bibb County and Mr. Payton of Worth, both of whom 
had disfranchisement bills withdrew before the final vote; Hall declaring 
that he would take to the stump against the Felder bill.''* 
Representative Wi1liams in speaking for the disfranchisement bill 
declared that it was drafted along the lines of the Alabama law. The 
only difference in the two was that the Alabama law required ownership 
of property valued at three hundred dollars, and Georgia's requirement 
was five hundred dollars. He also stated that no white man would be 
disfranchised by the bill.^ 
On August 14, the Housed passed the disfranchisement bill by a 
vote of 159 to 16. The two amendments added made the "good character 
and understanding" clause a permanent feature of the bill, and struck 
out the provision prohibiting non-qualified voters from participating in 
political mass meetings.'7 The two houses agreed to extend the time for 
registering under the "grandfather clause" from January 1, 1910 to 
18 
January 1, 1915. 
These amendments represented concessions to North Georgia counties 
that had small Negro populations, and without whose support the disfran¬ 
chisement bill would have been doomed. Hoke Smith signed the Felder- 
14 
Ibid.. August 14, 1907, p. 3* 
15 
Ibid.. p. 1. 
17Ibid.. p. 1. 
18 
Georgia House Journal. August 18, 1907, p. 1064. 
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Williams Bill on August 23, 1907, but before it could become law it had 
19 to be ratified by the voters on election day, October 7, 1908. 
Besides the disfranchisement bill which was aimed specifically at 
Negroes, the legislature also considered a bill to ban Negro secret 
organizations and societies. Such groups as the Elks, Odd Fellows, 
Knights of Pythias and Masons who contributed much to Negro social and 
economic life would have been affected. The bill introduced on July 13, 
1907 by Representative E. H. McMichael of Marion County, proposed that 
after November 1, 1907, it would be unlawful for any secret organization 
in the state that met behind closed doors or had a guard or refused 
admission to any person not a member of the society, to meet for any 
purpose unless it deposited a bond of not less than five thousand dollars 
20 nor more than twenty thousand dollars with the appropriate official. 
The bill was supposedly aimed at eliminating the "Fo-Day Clubs", (Before 
Day) that existed in rural areas and which were suspected of fomenting 
subversive activities against whites. 
Fortunately, this bill along with several others of a similar nature 
failed to pass the legislature. But, once again the extent of racial 
hatred toward Negroes festering in the minds of certain Georgians in 
21 high places was made unmistakeably clear. 
The climax to the long and vicious campaign for the governorship 
of Georgia, was the Atlanta race riot which erupted on September 22, 
^Atlanta Journal, August 14, 1907, p. 3* 
in 
Georgia House Journal, July 13, 1907, p. 351» 
^Bacote, "Negro In Georgia Politics," p. 454. 
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1906. One writer describing the events said the "whirl wind" came when 
two Negroes were arrested for attempting to assault white women. One 
escaped and the other whose guilt was doubtful was seized by a mob from 
the officers and killed.22 
The crowd influenced by the sensational articles and the offer of 
a one thousand dollar reward went about the downtown area attacking any 
Negro in sight. Some Negroes riding home in their "Jim Crow" trolley 
23 
seats were killed, while others were attacked as they walked home. 
> 
In a shop on Peachtree Street, a Negro seeking safety from the 
mob was brought out and shot dead in the presence of witnesses. The man 
using the gun escaped and was lost in the crowd. About a dozen Negroes 
who boarded a train due to leave Atlanta shortly after midnight were 
2ii 
attacked and killed by a mob of perhaps one hundred men. 
On the morning following the riot, the Atlanta Journal stated that 
four attempted assaults in one afternoon, coming in succession to a series 
of similar crimes over a period of weeks, stirred the city and county to 
race passions which resulted in a riot. The writer dismissed the mob 
action as being due to over-taxed patience and human resentment.2^ 
John Temple Graves, the arch-Negro-baiting editor of the Atlanta 
Georgian, in describing alleged attacks on white women wrote: 
. . . never in the history of this atrocious crime 
in the south have the results been so brutal so audacious in 
22,rThe Wind and Whirlwind," Independent. LXI (September 27, 1906^ 761. 
23Ibid. 
24 
Atlanta Journal. September 23, 1906, p. 8. 
25 
Ibid.. September 23, 1906, p. 7. 
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attempt, so fiendish in purpose in mutilation of 
women.2° 
An editorial in the Independent condemned the Atlanta Constitution 
and the Atlanta Georgian for having kept disfranchisement and racially 
derrogatory articles constantly on the front pages. The writer pointed 
out that the indignities heaped upon Negroes in the press were soon being 
made by citizens and police alike.27 
Some fairly typical headlines appearing prior to the riot were: 
(1) Mrs. J. A. Kimble is Brutally Attacked by Black 
Fiend. (Atlanta Journal). September 20, 1906, p. 5. 
(2) Negro Publicly Whipped for Assault on Woman by 
Delaware Jailer. (Atlanta Journal ). September 22, 
1906, p. 1. 
(3) Crusade Against Negro Dives by Police Has Begun In 
Earnest. (Atlanta Journal). September 22, 1906, p. 1. 
(4) In Presence of Outraged Girl Black Fiend is Shot to 
Death by Enraged Citizens. (Atlanta Constitution). 
August 1, 1906, p. 1. 
(5) Negro Makes Diabolical Assault on Young Woman. 
(Atlanta Constitution), August 15, 1906, p. 1. 
(6) Half Clad Negro Tries to Break Into House; Bound 
Over by Recorder. (Atlanta Journal). September 21, 
1906, p. 1. 
Max Barber, the young Negro editor of the Voice of the Negro in 
describing the scene in Atlanta after the riot wrote that the soldiers 
and police of the city became agents for Negro intimidation and white 
protection. The industries of the city were paralyzed and thousands of 
^Quoted in Glenn Rainey, "The Atlanta Race Riot of 1906," 
(unpublished Master's thesis, Emory University, 1929). 
27“Wind and Whirlwind," p. 760. 
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people stayed in their homes. He noted evidence of a brief wave of pity 
for the bereaved, but also a scandalous leniency for mob leaders who were 
arrested "red handed". 
He also pointed out that the mob no doubt received its first psycho¬ 
logical impulse from Tom Dixon's Clansman. In the play the Negro was por¬ 
trayed as a depraved, bestial rapist, totally incapable of improvement, 
and who could only be effectively controlled by "lynch law" tactics.™ 
In response to an article by John T. Graves in the New York World, 
blaming the Negro for the riot, Max Barber denied that there had been a 
"carnival of rapes" in and around Atlanta. He charged that there was a 
carnival of newspaper lies, and that for eighteen months Hoke Smith had 
relegated the Negro to the "riff-raff" of the state. Furthermore, he 
stated that a prominent Atlanta banker had told him that the "so called" 
rapes, were a trick designed to get Hoke Smith elected. He concluded 
that the causes of the riot were sensational newspapers and unscrupulous 
politicians.3® 
In a recent study of the Atlanta Riot, Charles Crowe wrote that the 
zeal for reform which spread through Georgia in 1906 encouraged urban 
drives to eliminate vice, vagrancy, liquor and dives'1.^ These campaigns 
^Max Barber, "The Atlanta Tragedy," Voice. Ill (November, 1906), 
473* After the Atlanta riot the magazine was moved to Chicago where it 
was published under the name Voice. 
29lbid., p. 474. 
3
°Ibid.. p. 471. 
31 
Charles Crowe, "Racial Violence and Social Reform Origins of the 
Atlanta Race Riot of 1906." Journal of Negro History. LIII (July, 1968), 
247. 
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in Atlanta, Augusta and elsewhere were backed by the newspapers, the 
clergy and public opinion. Inevitably they resulted in severe police 
repression and harrassment of Negroes, who were said to patronize the 
"dives", and become drunk with liquor from bottles bearing images of 
nude white women. John E. White, a respected Baptist leader observed 
that the dives were "breeding places of lust and animal insanity".^ 
Therefore, by 1906 the talk of using lynching as a deterrent to alleged 
Negro assaults on white women was common. In what represented a fairly 
typical expression of the white attitude Charles Daniel remarked: 
All negroes must understand that any contact under 
any circumstances by accident or design with a Southern 
woman would result in lynching.33 
Thus, the white woman of the South was given the power of life and 
34 
death over blackmen. 
In "A Litany at Atlanta" W. E. B. DuBois expressed with great 
clarity many of the thoughts which might well have crossed the minds of 
the Negroes in Georgia's capital after the riot. 
Bend Us Thine Ear, 0 Lord! 
In the pale, still morning we looked upon the dead, 
We stopped our ears held our leaping hands, but 
they-did they not wag their heads and leer and cry 
with bloody jaws: Cease from Crime! 
The word was mockery, for thus they train a hundred 
crimes while we do cure one. 
Turn again our capticity, 0 Lord! 
Behold this maimed and broken thing, dear God; it 




Ibid., p. 249. 
Ibid.. p. 251» 
Ibid. 
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save a bit from the pittance paid him. They told 
him: Work and Rise. He worked. Did this man sin? 
Nay, but someone told how someone said another did- 
one whom he had never seen nor known. Yet for that 
man's crime this man lieth maimed and murdered, his 
wife naked to shame, his children to poverty and 
evi1.35 
For fear Georgians might forget to vote for the Constitutional 
amendment disfranchising Negroes, the Smith forces continually reminded 
them through the pages of the Atlanta Journal. He said: 
The opposition is alive and alert. The white people 
of Georgia must be on their guard. If the measure should 
fall of ratification at the polls next fall, it would set 
back the clock in Georgia for a quarter of a century.36 
In an article in the Atlanta Journal on September 26, 1904, Hoke 
Smith warned the people that if the opportunity to vote for disfranchise¬ 
ment were missed, the people might never have another. He claimed that 
the last census indicated that there were 2,230,073 Negroes in the state 
who could vote if their taxes were paid. This fact alone, in his opinion, 
S7 warranted a heavy popular turnout at the polls. 
On election day October 7, 1908, there was a light voter turnout, 
but the tally was two to one in favor of the Felder-Wi11iams law. The 
OQ 
count was 79,908 for and 40,260 against.-3 
35wil1iam E. B. DuBois, "A Litany In Atlanta," Independent. LXI 
(October 11, 1906), 856. 
Editorial, Atlanta Journal, June 14, 1908, p. 8. 
37Ibid. 
3®Grantham, Hoke Smith, p. 161. 
SUMMARY 
The Populist Party in Georgia politics achieved perhaps its greatest 
success in 1890. That year the Alliance elected the governor and three- 
fourths of the legislature.^ This law making body which came to be known 
* 
as the Alliance legislature despite its campaign on issues which would 
help the farmer, gained a reputation for conservatism on matters relating 
2 
to industry and confusion and inconsistency on others. 
On the question of Negro education the Alliancemen were said to 
have opposed it in every form. This was unfortunate because this group, 
composed largely of poor whites, suffered from many of the same problems 
as Negroes. This body even went so far as to prepare a constitutional 
amendment requiring Negro schools to be supported from Negro taxes. The 
bill failed however, but the idea was revived in the legislative session 
of 1900.3 
In a general way the Populists can be said to have practiced the 
same racism against blacks as that practiced by the Democrats. They 
spouted platitudes about racial co-operation and went about their work 
soliciting Negro votes and supporting White Supremacy.^ 
^Woodward, Origins of the New South, p. 235. 
^Bonner, p. 168. 
3Clarence A. Bacote, "Some Aspects of Negro Life In Georgia I88O- 
1908," Journal of Negro History, XLIII (July, 1958), 208. 
4 
Ibid.. p. 209. 
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The campaign for the governorship of Georgia in 1906 was without 
question one of the longest, most vile, slanderous and racially divisive 
that any state has ever witnessed. The racial venom spewed forth did 
little in the way of healing old wounds between whites and blacks, but 
rather, it awakened old prejudices and insighted new passions to violence. 
Although there were five official candidates for the governor's 
chair, two emerged as frontrunners and completely dominated the campaign 
through their dailies and well organized and financed political machines. 
Both Hoke Smith and Clark Howell used the Negro as the "Whipping boy". 
Smith advocated for Negro disfranchisement and stringent controls over 
railroads, while Howell on the other side rallied to the defense of 
railroads and corporations and opposed disfranchisement. Add to this 
political contest the untiring energies, eloquent tongue and descriptive 
pen of the demagogue Tom Watson, and one has all the key characters who 
unleased the forces of change in Georgia in 1906. 
One writer suggested that if Georgia had recently witnessed scenes 
of racial strife, frequent bloodshed over elections, or if certain com¬ 
munities were groaning under black misrule, then perhaps disfranchisement 
could be justified."* 
Another argued that the poll tax provision in the state constitution 
of 1877 virtually eliminated the Negro from politics by requiring the 
prospective voter to pay taxes from 1877 on, or from the time the pros¬ 
pective voter became liable to the payment. Evidence indicates that while 
113 
^"Georgia Disfranchisement." The Nation, LXXV (August 8, 1907), 
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some Negroes did not care, most could not afford to pay the tax each 
year. Moreover, in certain "black communities" the tax collector 
encouraged the situation by neglecting to collect taxes due.^ 
If the aforementioned contentions be true, why wasn't Negro dis¬ 
franchisement made an issue prior to 1906? In the 1890's there appears 
to have been a fear among conservative Democrats that the calling of a 
constitutional convention for such a purpose might have resulted in 
the Populists trying to incorporate radical ideas which would have 
threatened their position. Also with the Populists intent upon over¬ 
throwing the Democratic political machine, the latter found the Negro a 
useful ally in defeating such efforts. Additionally, there was great 
concern over the legality of such a move and how it might be received 
in the North. 
In a general way it can be said that the prevailing sentiment in 
Georgia in the 1890's opposed the disfranchisement of the Negro because 
he offered no real threat. 
The Atlanta riot was a part of a pattern of violence which resulted 
in over forty such incidents in the decade from 1898 to 1908. The pat¬ 
tern was characterized by hundreds of lynchings yearly, the passage of 
"Jim Crow" laws, disfranchisement, and attacks on Negro education and 
* 8 property. 
Perhaps the most distressing revelation about the first decade 
^Alexander J. McKelway, "Suffrage In Georgia," Outlook, LXXXVIII 
(September 14, 1907), 63. 
^Bacote, "Negro In Georgia Politics," p. 269. 
^Crowe, "Origins of Atlanta Riot," p. 253» 
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of the twentieth century is the fact that Southern politicians seemed 
to believe that suppression of the Negro was the way to put an end to 
corrupt elections. 
In the last analysis the Negro lost his right to vote because the 
United States Supreme Court in a series of deceptively subtle decisions, 
emasculated the 14th and 15th Amendments. It is highly questionable 
that the jurists could have approached their duty with greater thorough¬ 
ness, had they actually conspired with the disfranchises. In none of 
the state suffrage codes was the Negro mentioned by name, but in the 
spirit and application of the laws, the Negro's rights were summarily 
9 
taken away. 
The Felder-Wi11iams Law of 1908 which took away the Negro's ballot 
specified that no person could be a voter in any primary unless quali¬ 
fied. The question of discrimination arose because the Democratic Party 
was allowed to determine who could vote in such elections. The party 
therefore decided that only whites would vote, in effect creating a 
wall against black political thought, and making a perfunctory affair 
of the general election.^ 
In every instance where the disfranchisement was forced, there was 
a corresponding decrease in the white vote. The condition was directly 
related to the fact that there was no vital party division on new issues 
and the literacy prerequisites. Furthermore, Ray Stannard Baker remarked 
^James W. Johnson, "A Negro Looks At Politics," The American 
Mercury. XVIII (September, 1929), 88-89. 
l^Wardlaw, p. 70. 
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that many white people of the South expressed a negative view about 
voting: 
What the use? We have to pay two dollars a year poll- 
tax, and pay nearly a year before election. And why vote? 
There are no real issues at stake. An election is merely 
personal quarrel in the clique of men who control the Demo¬ 
cratic Party.H 
When asked if the Negro accomplished anything in politics, James 
Weldon Johnson replied that "he £~Negro_7 furnished the South with its 
chief political issue". The southern politician was unquestionably 
guilty of paying lip service to key national economic and political 
issues while concentrating his energies on the "Negro Question". This 
persisted despite the blacks' increased educational attainments and 
12 material prosperity. 
^Ray Stannard Baker, "Negro In Politics," American Magazine, 
LXVI (June, 1908), 293* 
^Johnson, p. 88. 
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